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Commonbomltl^ of glassatbiisdts
Board of Registration in Dentistry, Dec. ;{0, 1907.
To His Excellency Cuutls Guild, Jr., Governor.
Sir: — In accordance with the requirements of section 6,
chapter 137 of the Acts of 1887, establishing a Board of Regis-
tration in Dentistry, we have the honor to submit the following
annual report.
The commissions of Geo. A. Maxfield, D.D.S., of Holyoke,
and Wm. W. Marvel, Jr., D.M.D., of Fall River, having
expired, they were reappointed as members of the Board hy
Your Excellency for three years, and qualified according to
law.
Since our last report three meetings have been held in
Boston for the examination of candidates. The result of these
examinations is shown in tabular form as follows : —
Statistics for 1907.
Whole number examined in 1907, . . . 208
"Whole number passed, 107
Whole number rejected, 101
Passed on first examination
,
. 75 Rejected on first examination, . 57
Passed on second examination. . 15 Rejected on second examination, . 27
Passed on third examination, . . 8 Rejected on third examination, . 9
Passed on fourth examination, . 2 Rejected on fourth examination, . 4
Passed on fifth examination, . . 2 Rejected on fifth examination, 1
Passed on sixth examination, .
:
;
Rejected on sixth examination, 1
Passed on seventh examination, Rejected on seventh examination. 1
Passed on eighth examination, 2 Rejected on eighth examination, . 1
Passed on ninth examination, . 1
Total, . 101
. 107
Non-college Men.
Passed on first examination, . 1 Rejected on first examination. . 8
Passed on fifth examination, . . 1 Rejected on second examination, . 6
Passed on sixth examination, . 1 Rejected on tliird examination, . 6
Passed on seventh examination, 1 Rejected on fourth examination, . 2
Passed on eighth examination, 1 Rejected on fiftli examination, . 1
Passed on ninth examination, . 1 Rejected on sixth examination, 1
Total,
. 6 Total 24
Whole number of non-college men examined, . . 30
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Violations of the law in six cases were brought to the atten-
tion of the Board during the year. These were properly
complained of and prosecuted in the courts by the regular
officers of the law, and each fined $50 and costs.
It is for the interest of every dentist in the State, as well as
the general public, to see that the law is enforced, and it is
hoped that they will co-operate with the State Board in secur-
ing such enforcement by reporting persons in practice whose
names do not appear in the published list of registered dentists.
It must be further understood that in order to convict an
offender it must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt that such
person, without being a registered dentist, did perform oper-
ations or parts of operations of any kind, or treat diseases of
lesions of the human tooth or jaw, or correct malpositions
thereof."
This can be done by the testimony in court of the patient upon
whom the operation was performed, or some other person who
personally saw it done. Hearsay evidence will not be permitted.
It will be readily seen that the State Board has no means of
knowing of these violations of the law except as reported to
them. This should be done by the dentists who have registered.
In reporting, be sure to state clearly the facts, giving time,
place, circumstances and names of witnesses. In addition to
reporting to the State Board, report every violation of the law
to the State's attorney of the county where it occurs, and under
his direction complaint should be made before a justice, and
the offender prosecuted to the full extent of the law. These
prosecutions must be started by some one in the vicinity know-
ing the facts.
The State Board will aid local authorities in every possible
way in such prosecutions. It will furnish the evidence that
the accused has not complied with the laws, when such is the
case, but evidence relating to the fact that the accused is prac-
tising dentistry must be supplied by local parties. While it is
well to report such violation to the State Board, reporting to
the State's attorney and filing a complaint before the justice
should be done at the same time. It is sometimes suggested
that the State Board should employ detectives to secure the
evidence, but this is very expensive and is impracticable
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because of the lack of funds. The better way is to follow the
plan outlined above. Only in exceptional cases can detectives
! be employed to procure evidence.
Additional Dental Legislation.
It is desirable that in the dental as in the other public-
[
service professions those only of good moral character should
be admitted to the practice of dentistry. The public demand
this and have a right to expect it. Requisite qualihcations
I
to practise dentistry " alone is not enough ; and yet under the
law as it stands an applicant who successfully passes the ex-
amination, whatever his morals may be, is entitled to and can
insist upon having a certificate. This should ])e remedied.
In this connection there also ought to be some speedy remedy
and relief to the public from gross fraud and deceit, or grave
violation of professional duty, on the part of those in actual
practice ; and to this end the Board should have power, after
due notice and upon a full hearing, to at once revoke and
nullify the certificate issued to the person so oftending, for a
time and in aggravated cases, or, for a second ofience, to make
the revocation perpetual. Both of these additions to the law I
urgently recommend.
There is another danger to the public and disgrace to the
profession which should be guarded against,— the growing
spirit of a sordid and shameless commercialism that has recently
appeared in certain quarters. Combinations of men, not
always dentists or members of the profession at all, and at
least in one conspicuous instance a corporation, have been
skillfully organized to evade the law wdth the express purpose
of carrying on a dental business. Questional)le schemes and
methods of attracting the public, glaring signs, alluring cards,
pamphlets and newspaper advertisements are constantly re-
sorted to by them, often misrepresenting and fraudulently
belittling the rest of the profession for their own gain, and con-
taining ridiculous promises of professional skill and dental
work impossible to perform. Under the direction and control
of these combinations, pride of individual eft'ort and professional
honor count for little. To keep within the law, regularly
qualified dentists may be employed to do the work, but the
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financial return must be the main object in view, while the
credulous and unsuspecting public have to suffer. This evil
cannot, perhaps, be entirely eradicated, but it can and ought
to be controlled.
The meetings for examination of candidates during 1908 will
be held in Boston, March 4, 5 and 6, June 24, 25 and 26, and
October 21, 22 and 23.
Financial Statement.
Fees from applicants received and paid into the treasury of the
Commonwealth, ........
Expenditures, .........
$2,795 00
3,G21 93
All of which is respectfully submitted.
JOHN F. DOWSLEY, President.
GEORGE E. MITCHELL, Secretary.
